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FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
“HOPE THOU IN GOD.” 
Mr, Eniror, 

We proceed to consider why we should hope in 
God. 

1. Because he is a being infinite in wisdom, and 
consequently must have designed our happiness and 
eternal good in our very creation ; and for the same 
reason, he is enabled to institute means to effect that 
good and happiness which he designed. Being in- 
finitely wise, he knows. perfectly well our capaci- 
ties for enjoyment, and is thereby enabled to con- 
trive forthe same. ~ 

2. Because he is immutably. good and merciful. 
The same goodness which prompted Deity to create 
the intelligent system, expressly for happiness, which 
causes the sun to rise upon the evil.and upon the 
good, that sends the rain upon the just and upon 
the unjust ; that stores the earth and sea with a rich 
and beautiful variety, for the support and happiness 
of man; that has nourished and cherished the human 
race in all. past ages ; instituted society and civil 
government for the order and safety of our species, 
that still watches over us for good ; and that sent 
the Saviour to impart the unspeakable blessings of 
immortality and eternal life to a perishing world, 
will unendingly remain the same, ‘‘ without variable- 
ness or shadow of turning.” 

3. Because he is omnipotent in power, and is of 
cgurse able to carry his every purpose or design into 
execution.. He runs norisk of being thwarted in his 
purposes by the interference of another power. The 
Scriptures inform us that “he works all things after 
the counsel of his own will; and that his will and 
pleasure is done in the armies of hesven, and among 
the inhabitants of the earth, and that none can stay 
his hand, or say unto him what doest thou ?” 

4. Because he is a God of justice. “Justice and 
judgment are the habitations of his throne.” Our 
happiness depends as much upon the attribute jus- 
tice, as it does upon the attribute mercy. The 
justice of God. as much requires our happiness, as 
his mercy does ; and is as much opposed to our suf- 
fering any punitlianin', except that which is correc- 
tive, which is designed for“our benefit. Good to 


q the sufferer is the object of punishment, and noth- - 


ing short of this would render punishment just. 
| Strike out good as the object of punislting the trans- 
_ $tessor, and his punishment at once becomes unjust. 
| In this way of understanding’ the subject, ‘ we do 
- hot set at jarring odds heaven’s attributes and aith 
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one perfection wound another ;’”’ but we harmortize 
them. Thus we see that one of the principal rea- 
sons why we should hope in God, is, because he is 
just. 

5. Because his promises embrace our eternal hap- 
| piness. God’s promise to Abraham, was made in 
| the following comprehensive language. . ‘In bless- 
ing I will bless thee, and in multiplying I will mul- 
tiply thy seed as the stars of heaven; and in thee, 
and in thy seed, shall all the families, kindreds, and 
nations of the earth be blessed.” This truth is clear- 
ly demonstrated by St. Paul in his epistle to the Gal. 
where he says, ‘*‘ The scriptures foreseeing that God 
would justify the heathen, preached before the gos- 
pel unto Abraham, saying, in thee, and in thy seed, 
shall alithe nations of the earth be blest.” And 
this blessing was justification in Christ, the seed of 
Abraham. The above sentiment is supported by 
other scriptures. Paul exhorts, “that first of all, 
supplications, prayers, intercessions, and giving of 
thanks be made for all men ;. even for kings, and for 
all that are in authority, that we may lead a quiet 
and peaceable life, in all godlinéss and honesty. 
For this is good and acceptable in the sight of God 
our Saviour, who will have all men to be saved, 
and come unto the knowledge of the truth.” He 
also directs that prayers should be made for all men; 
in faith, nothing doubting ; for he says, “1 will that 
men pray every where, lifting up holy hands without 
wrath and doubting : for whatsoever is not of faith 
is.sin.”” And John furthermore informs us that such 
prayers will be heard, and answered. For he says, 
‘‘ And this is the confidence that we have in him, 
that if we ask any thing according to his will, he 
heareth us: and if we. know that he heareth us, 
whatsoever we ask, we know that we have the pe- 
titions that we desired of him,” 


6. Another reason why we should hope in God, 
is, because he is our Father, and as such, must ever 
feel interested in our happiness. Says the prophet, 
“have we not all one father, hath not one God crea- 
ted us.” The paternal affection of our heavenly fa- 
ther for his offspring is exhibited in the scriptures, 
by contrasting it with the affections of earthly pa- 
rents. Our Saviour says, “If ye being evil know 
how to give good gifts to your children, how much 
more shall your Father who is in heayen, give good 
things to them that ask him.” The purport of this 
text is that God is much more merciful to his off- 
spring; than earthly parents can be to theirs. In 
pursuing the subject, I will ask those of my readers 
| who are parents, to contemplate their own paternal 
affections, as imperf¢et as they are. Can you, O, fa- 
ther; caf you, 0, mother, be unmindful or regard- 





entirely “dependent upon you? No, you cannot. | 





less of the happiness of your children ? Can you con- //a carer 
template those, in a special manner, with indiffer- | go, i 
ence, whose weak, ‘self-helpless state, render them ' ligion, \ 
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enchanting features of her babe, the dear pledge of 
her love, and consecrated affections ; ; with what ten- 
derness she presses it to her bosom, imprints upon 
its juvenile lips the seal of a mother’s love, and ad- 
ministers to it its indispensable nourishment. How 
she watches for its safety, and toils for its comfort. 
Tell me, mother, what would tempt you to part with 
your child, or to consent to its misery ? would length. 
ened years of undisturbed tranquillity, and pleas 
without alloy ? would globes of gold, or all the hon- 
or that decks the throne of majesty > 0, no. “Put in 
competition with your child, all the honors, pleas- 
ures and riches a universe could furnish, and they 
would dwindle into nothing. 

Would you, parents, be willing that those children 
of yours should be miserable, who have advanced so 
far in life, as to be acquainted with their duty, even 
if thev should disobey you, and despise your instruc- 
tions? Would you willingly surrender them to the 
painted savage of the forest, to be the sport of ‘sav- 
age barbarity and wanton cruelty ? No, with the ex- 
ercise of reason, you would not—you could not. 
But if ina fit of madness you would be thus provo- 
ked, how would your hearts afterwards recoil at 
such unheard of cruelty ; how would'you wish that 
you had never been parents; how would you wish 
that you had never been-born ; how would you wish 
that you could be turned into:hething’? 

With what reluctance do parents separate from 
their children, even when age and circumstances 
render it necessary. When fortune destines the be- 
loved son to plough the raging ocean ; or to tread 
the ensanguine field ; how would a parent’s affection 
and love shield him from storms, whirlpools ‘and 
floods ; or from the polished steel of the cavalier, 
and the ‘portentous cannon? Affection and love, 
even stronger than death, dwells in the parent’s bo- 
som. But what is itin comiparison with the affec- 
tion and love of Deity, for his offspring man? A 
faint emblem ; but as a drop of water to the ocean ; 
a spark of fire to the sun ; a grain of sand to the pon- 
derous globe, or an instant compared with ete 
What a powerful reason this, for us to hope 
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REPLY TO. “PLAIN TRUTH”... 7 

Mr. Enprror, , rf 
Sim——Permit me to acknowledge ‘your pp lletcss 
in forwarding the 6th No. Vol. I. of your le 
paper. The receipt of this No. is. abundantly. grati- 
fying, as an opportunity’ ry presented me. for. making 
% teply to an article put ‘om in A No. over the 
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‘a alee Fok.. which aikee sah the omnipotent 
Saviour of all men ; or as expressed in our first com- 
munication, “ the way, the life and the truth.” 





false icles as it destroys OR AO NN 
This we must confess is s theology,—is singu- 

lar reasoning. ‘Then God has nothing to. prevent—- | 
then the creature will be in endless subjection to 


The writer, it appears, from his reply, did not ex- | vanity—then the serpent will forever: trmmmph over 


actly understand the true character of the article 
which he designed to answer. This is made to ap- 
pear from the following—*“ Having observed a com- 
munication in your paper, of the 16th of July, sign- 
ed B * * * * *, advocating the sentiment of punish- 
ment in a future state of existence.” The gentle- 
man, we think, must have read the communication 
with slight attention, or he could never have miade. 
such a declaration. The article will speak for itself. 
But it does not in any way, by the voice of implica- 
tion or inference, speak the doctrine of any punish- 
ment in a future world ; and that it is entirely sitent 
upon positive misery or the infliction of positive pun- 
ishment. We make this statement in order to set 
the subject right; for whatever our views may be 
upon this subject it matters not, we are concerned 
only at present, with those advanced by us in the 
communication alluded to. 

The first thing in our remarks, which seems to 
have met the eye of our opponent, as worthy of no- 
tice, is the following inquiry—** Where in the scrip- 
tures of divine truth, which are to decide the char- 
acter of every religious thesis, whether it be, or be 
not of God, evidence can be found in support of the 
system in debate.” What system was it that was in 
debate ? answer, that system which makes death the 
purifier of the soul, and the giver of immediate and 





complete happiness. This was then, and is now 
the system in debate. To the inquiry, as stated | 
above, dur friend replies—‘‘In the scriptures of | 


truth.” In the scriptures of truth, then, if our friend 
be correct, we have indubitable proof that the worst | 
of men, characteristically speaking, are, at the dis- | | 
solution of the body, conveyed to immortal and com- | 
plete happiness in the region of cloudless day. If} 
our friend had given evidence of his assertion, from | 
the fountain of inspiration to which he appealed, | 
we should have thought that he richly merited his 
assumed and favourite appellation, “Prams TRuTs.”’ 
But assertions without proof, are of all things most | 
empty ; and when weighed in the balance they are | 
often found wanting. To “Plain Truth,” as I said be- | 
fore, so say I now again—* The scriptures no where | 


inform us that at the article of death the sinner, or | 


the believez, is made the recipient of consummate 
enjoyment in the kingdom of God.” 

In the next place our friend charges us with error. 
“I think that the error of Mr. B. consists in his attri- 


the frailty of man—then the world must * ever be 
in wickedness’—then Lot perished in the destruc- 
tion of the Sodomites—then Jonah, as he purposed in 
his heart, went to Tarshish—then Jesus Christ came 
into our world and died in vain—then Peter is now 
denying and will eternally continue to deny Christ— 
then Paul is yet, and must, to all eternity, remain 
zealous of the tradition of his fathers, and a bloody 
persecutor ! 

I ask, how came God to foreknow the existence of 
evil, unless the means necessary to produce it did 
exist, and were sure of being carried into effect ? 
again, how could the Deity foreknow the termina- 
tion of sin and its consequences, unless he had devi- 
sed means to prevent its endless duration ? Now if 
punishment be emendatory, it is in the same sense 
and degree a preventative to sin. It would seem 
that our opponent, when he wrote his piece, was un- 
der strange impressions, that God had nothing to do 
with the affairs of this world ; and for this reason 
that he foreknew what was to transpire here—When 
our friend admits that God rules in heaven, and in 
earth, he will then perhaps see there is something 
for him to prevent. Does the foreknowledge of God 
prevent the necessity of instituting punishment for 
sin ; or for a preventative ? We think not ; but that 
it requires it. We might say with equal propriety, 
that the foreknowledge of God prevents the exis- 
tence of sin, as that his foreknowledge “ precludes 
the necessity of instituting punishment as a prevent- 


‘ative to sin.” 


By this time our friend will discover that his prem- 
ises are unsound. But let us hear the inference 
'which he has drawn from them.—*“ And it follows 
| of course, that the religious dogma of a punishment 
in a future state of existence, is a false doctrine, as it 


destroys the character of God.” If from false prem- 


ises correct inferences may be drawn, then our friend 


may possibly be correct in this last statement. What 
|a powerful champion our opponent would be, if all 


| that follows of course with him, were “ plain truth.” 
“If Mr. B***** should wish more. positive evi- 
' dence than the attributes of God that all the human 
family immediately enter into happiness at the dis- 
solution of the body, I will quote two particular pas- 
sages of scripture,” The attributes of God furnish 
no more proof that all men enter into perfect happi- 
ness at the dissolution of the body, than that they 


buting the same characteristicks to Deity that im- | enter into it when they commence their earthly ca- 


perfect man possesses.” What characteristicks did 
Mr. B. attribute to Deity ? I cannot conceive what 
the writer of the replication means when he says, er- 
ror of Mr. B. &c. | 
After stating an obvious fact, that men punish their 





brethren for a preventive, and sometimes for or 
through revenge, he goes on :—“ But not so in God’s 
government ; he has nothi _to prevent, and fore- 


knowledge of whatever will transpire, precludes the | 


necessity of instituting punishment for a preven- 





tive ; and it follows of course, that the religious dog- 


i : 
reer; and are therefore no evidence in favour of 


such a doctrine. God’s attributes are the «same, 
changeless, ceaseless, and adorable perfection ! and 
if it be consistent with his attributes to render his 
creatures the-subjects of misery here, why not, by 
parity of reasoning, consistent with the same attri. 


butes to withhold perfect bliss from them in the fu-} As 
* Plain Truth ?” We dis-| 


ture ? who can tell? can 
cover that the attributes of God do not, as our friend | 
imagined, prove that there will be immediate, equal. 








as btive’ “tidied? of "he! arte in iBebete. en 
“Then shall the dust return to the corth as it was. 
and the spirit shail return to God who gave it.”— 
Ecclesiastes xii. 7. Are we here furnished with 
}positive evidence that all men at) the extinction 
of animal life are made the heirs of ‘unspeakable 
bliss? If P. T. had been blessed with a short space 
of reflection upon the passage under considera- 
tion, we think he would never have quoted it as 
proof of the doctrine he is endeavoring to defend.— 
In order to have it positive evidence of his doctrine 
it should have read, ** Then shall the dust return to 
the earth as it was, and the spirit” to perfect bliss 
and felicity unlimited. It is sufficient to observe of 
this passage, that it neither pyoves the peapenees or 
misery of an individual soul. 

The other passage is found in Il. Cor. v.11. “ For 
we know that if our earthly house of this. tabernacle 
were dissolved, we have a building of God, an house 
not made with hands, eternal in the heavens.” ‘This 
passage is also destitute of what our friend denomi- 
nates positive evidence of the immediate happiness 
of all men. We are inclined to believe that this 
text has not been sufficiently examined by those re- 
ligionists who make the most frequent use of it.— 
Our obliging friend is not the first who has quoted 
this passage to prove immediate and universal hap- 
piness ; but we think that himself and predecessors 
have not given it that deliberate and clear attention 
which so important a passage deserves, and without 
which there is danger of great misapprehension.— 
Now, what is the positive evidence which our text 
affords ? Answer, that Paul and his brethren at Co- 
rinth had a “ building of God, an house not made 
with hands, eternal in the heavens.” It seems that 
the apostle was assured of a future endless existence : 
but he does not profess to state the exact manner of 
that existence. It seems, however, that the apostle 
had some fears with regard to what his condition 
would then be, “ For in this we groan, earnestly desir- 
ing to be clothed upon with our house which is from 
heaven : If so be that being clothed we shall not be 
found naked.” Then there is danger of our being 
found naked. Now, who will contend thet a pa,s- 
age of this nature proves the immediate universal 
happiness of all men? We have not room to say 
much more on this passage. We will observe in 
closing, that if our friend wishes to give us positive 
evidence of his doctrine, viz.that all men are com- 
pletely and superlatively happy at the article of 
death, he must derive it from some source, other 
than nature ; or from what is now a revelation to the 
world ; for it is believed that the volume of inspira- 
tion does not afford positive evidence of such a doc- 
trine, as we do not discover any thing definite on 
'that subject in the holy scriptures. We hope, if 
our friend writes again, we shall have the essence as 
well as appellation of “ Plain Truth.” = BY*****. 
| FOR THE CHRISTIAN TELESCOPE. 
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and universal happiness at the article of death! We | 


ma of punishment in a future state of existence, is a will now consider the two passages which are quoted ted to all our race, is so plain that it is most astonish- 
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ing that any thee weitidit sh 
tained credence in our ‘world; but it is a fact that 
another, and quite a different sentiment is believed ; 
and if our observation does not deceive us, it is prac- 
ticed upon in many instances, by professed followers 
of the Prince of peace, and operates much against 
the growth of the cause of the christian religion. 
Why has “the gold become dim and the most fine 
gold changed ’” we answer, the traditions of men 
have been substituted for the word of Jehovah ; the 
purposes of a vile ambitiom must be gratified ; pow- 
erand aggrandizement have operated ; 


pul Pave ever Ob- 





the people | 


REVIEW OF MR. FISK’S EXAMINATION. 


(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 41.) 
Zion’s Herald of Sept. 28th contains. what Mr. Fisk 


calls a defence of his “fourth argument in the ser- | 


mon, to prove the infinite demerit of sin.” ‘The ar- 
gument is as follows :—*‘* The demerit of sin is in 


proportion to its malignity ; but the malignity of sin | a 
is unlimited, except by superior power—Therefore, |ned to believe him, in this particular : For the un? 


| sin is of unlimited demerit.” 


This we have said in 
our former review, Vol. I. would pass much better for 
an Trish blunder, than for a theological argument ; and 
Mr. F’s subsequent reasoning (if it be not a perver- 


have been brought into bondage, they have been en- | son of the term,) upon this subject serves to confirm 


. * ' 
slaved by their spiritual leaders, they have been | 


made to believe that the priests only were capable | 
of judging and deciding on what the bible revealed, 
and even at the present day it is considered by many | 


the conclusion: For he has done no more than to 
call in the aid of a similitude, which only tends to ex- 
| pose what he here calls his fourth argument, &c. 


| He supposes “a venomous serpent that was confined 
as very wicked to question the declarations of almost | 


in a cage and exhibited for a show,” and says, “ gen- 


any orthodox clergyman ; but blessed be God, their | tlemen, you can only judge of his venom, by reali- 


power in this respect is receding in the same ratio 
as light and knowledge are advancing. From adop- 
ting sentiments propagated by wicked and design- 


ing priests, many persons have actually shut up | 


their bowels of compassion against their brethren of 
the human race ! They have been taught that it was 


wicked to give food or lodging to a Quaker, Adam- | 
ite, or other heretic, that all those who differed from | 


them in religious opinions, were obnoxious to the di- 
vine wrath ; and believing so, (though having the 
means) they did not consider it their duty to relieve 
their wants : But “how dwelleth the love of God in 
them ?”? 

The verse at the head of this article, which is an 
exhortation to charity or almsgiving, has been press- 
ed into the missionary cause, to prove the necessity 
of giving money to save souls from the wrath of God ! 
And priests have told the people that there is no evi- 
dence of the love of God in them, unless they open 
their purses and give liberally to save the souls of the 
heathen from an eternal hell : nay, they have gone so 
far as to threaten people with being consigned to 
this eternal hell if they do not give. 

My dear readers, if we would know the joys that 

the soul experiences from the practice of charity or 
| almsgiving, let us give heed to this exhortation of 
the apostle, and we shall find that this, as well as 
; althe practical part of the system of the christian 
religion, is really, and in truth, designed for our hap- 
piness, Let no one say this was an exhortation 
or is not binding upon any but professing chris- 

tians ; for if it is right to practice almsgiving towards 
nt it is binding upon all ; and if the christian relig- 
ion was designed to benefit all, which will not be 
| disputed, then all are under obligation to practise 
‘its duties. The text says, “whese hath this world’s 
800d,” &c. It is an exhortation as broad as creation, 
4nd it becomes each intelligent being to practice it 
_ for the joy he will experience and the abundant re- 
Ward which he cannot fail of immediately receiving. 
“He that deeth righteousness is righteous.” And 
again, “ Whosoever doeth not righteousness is not 
_ f God, ecither he that loveth not his brother.” 
j , BEREAN,. 
Vice is generally the most misihigeeiiy at a time 
hen it is least suspected. 








zing what he would do, if he had his liberty ; for his 
|malignity is only limited by the cage which confines 


him.” Now what was the design of this similitude ? 
Why, to show with all possible clearness that the 


mahignity of sin (the serpent,) is unlimited :—And | 
| criminality of sin, if it produced no effects unfavour- 


how is this demonstrative proof made to bear in all 
its conclusiveness upon the understanding of his sup- 
posed audience ? Why, by telling them that the ma 

lignity of the serpent (sin,) ts bounded by the cage 
which confines him! What a triumphant argument 
this, in favour of the infinite malignity of sin / It is 
in-every sense unlimited, except by the little cage 
which mits it! But reader, do not blame Mr. F. 
for this argument ; for we ought in charity to accept 
it as the best he could adopt in the extremity of the 
case : And we would gladly assist to extricate him 
from this difficulty, if it were in our power ; but this 
we cannot do, without giving up every claim to the 
dictates of plain common sense. 

Should Mr. F. plead that we have omitted one im- 
portant statement which he has made, and which 
would render his theory the more easy of under- 
standing,—we admit the fact; For this statemert 
renders the contradiction, (if possible,) still more 


lignant nature of sin is not limited, which he has told ‘refute his arguments : 





| 
glaring ! The statement is, that God ‘* does not limit | the criminality of the intention. 
its malignant nature, (the nature of sin,) but he re- | tempt to prove that the indulgence of a sinful design 
strains and limits it in the extent of its operations*and | occasions no mischief, or unhappiness to its possessor, 
consequences.”? Here Mr. F. denies what he stated, both | which is the only method of fairly testing the cot- 
before and after, by saying that the malignity, or ma- | Tectness of our position, we are ready to meet and ° 


with our best wishes for their success in m finding a 
better refuge. = 

To a sentiment which the reviewer advanced, viz. 
‘That the demerit of sin is in proportion to the mis- 
chiefs which it occasions, is a proposition universally 
admitted ;” Mr. F. replies,—‘‘ then Iam out. of the 
universe ; for Ido not admit it.” We are half inch- 


merciful manner in which he has mangled his own 
sentiments, in the arguments which we have just 
reviewed, affords very conclusive evidence that he is 
as nearly out of the universe or MIND, aS ANY Man ey- 
er was, who has alleged any claim to intellectual ex- 
istence. But since he claims the identity of a moral 
being, we deem it obligatory to consider his argu- 
ments on this subject. And— | 

1. He concludes that this proposition ‘* places all 


the criminality in the consequences of the act, and . 


not in the design of the agent.” But this is a total 
pervsion of the proposition: So far from this, the 
proposition supposes that the criminality of the act 
is to be determined or marked by the effects which 
it produces, or the mischiefs it occasions. Nor would 
it be possible to convince intelligent beings of the 


able to moral or social enjoyment. So far, there- 
fore, as these effects are seen or felt, so far evidence 
is afforded to the mind of the criminal extent of sin. 
2. He infers, from his misapprehension of this 
proposition, that “*a man may aim a deadly weapon 
at his neighbour, with a full and premeditated design 
to murder him, but not striking as deep as he inten- 
ded for want of more skill or strength, he only opens 
a bad ulcer in his neighbour's side,” and thus saves 
his life; ‘the man who gave the blow is guitless, if 
he is not even rewardable,”’” &c. ‘ But this argument 
admits nothing but physical effects, arising from sin, 
asacause. It amounts to a denial, on the part of 
Mr. F. that sin is ofa moral character ; because it 
excludes any effects, but such as are of a corporeal 
nature ! Sin, however, is a moral evil, existing in 
the mind, and uniformly productive of guiit and mis- 
ery in the mind where it is fostered, proportioned te 
If Mr. F. will at- 


But in case he continues 


us is /imated, in the one case, by superior power, and merely to start objections to our arguments, which 
by the cage in the other ! Thus, both the superior pow- | only have for their apparent object the perversion 
er and the cage are eagerly embraced at one moment, ‘of plain matter of fact, he will de little more than. 
and at the next, abandoned for ever ! Our examiner | Convince the publick that venom and poison are the 
has done ‘still more : He has abandoned and denied | same, as to extent of nature, whether with, or without 
the very sentiment which he has, through the whole | ‘local bounds. 


of his arguments, laboured to maintain,—namely, | Our examiner, we think, would have rid to 


that sin entailed unlimited consequences : But he here 
lays it down as a truth, that God “restrains and lim- 


its sin in the extent of its operations and consequences !”” | 


Thus we behold him, at one dash of his pen, demol- 
ishing the unfinished edifice which ail the arguments 
of his sermon and subsequent examination were de- 


signed to erect and adorn ; And the Temple of so, 


less disadvantage, had he passed by our arguments 
against the infinite desert. of sin, founded upon the 
declaration of St, Paul ; who reminded the Hebrews. 


much /abowr and care is tumblitig into ruins by the = 


hands of its own builders / Mr. F. and his friends are ‘tl 
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jaw, and the Hebrows understooc ’dhiie to be the 
fact, hey pl against the Srieuay vies they 
transgressed its precepts as they did when they 
trampled upon the authority of the Son of God, or 
blasphemed against the Holy Y Cheat / But the® trans- 
gression of that law, Mr. F. acknowledged to be fol- 
lowed only-with temporal and limited consequences, 
This -was abandoning his own position, snd-as we 
have before said, leaving it to seek a defence among 
fiends who. would prove more faithful in a day of 
misfortune. He has noticed this argument, in the 
number we are reviewing; no farther, however, 
than simply to make an attempt to confuse his read- 
ers, by leading them into a labyrinth of evasion, with- 
out a single attempt to discuss the merits of the ar- 
gument. We shall not, therefore, needlessly sacri- 
fice our time by following Mr. F. through what the 
generality of his readers will readily discover to be a 
tacit acknowledgment that he isunequai to a solu- 
tion Of the difficulty in which he is involved. 

In closing our remarks upon this number, we feel 
it incumbent to notice a most extravagant conclusion 
of Mr. F. which, if admitted, would be likely to ex- 
hibit this gentleman as a fearful example of moral 
depravity. He tells us that “every act against the 
authority (daw) of God is a denial of that authority— 
it is more, it is an attempt to overthrow that author- 
ity ; so that to all intents and ee of guilt, eve- 
ry such act is to dethrone God.” 

We will now inguire of Mr. F. whether he isa sin- 
ner ; and if so,.according to his own testimony, he 
’ is daily dethroning the God whom he invites others 
to Jove and serve ! He would be a most disgraceful 
and abominable embassador, who denied the authority 
of his government, and was engaged in dethroning 
his Sovereign! Of all others, he would be consider- 
ed the most wicked and unprincipled conspirator, and 
deserving the severest punishment ! And does Mr. 
F. dare come forward as an embassador of Heaven, 
while he denies Heaven’s authority, and is dethroning 
God himself! If he pleads not guilty, of these atroc- 
ities, he utterly denies that he is a sinner,—and he 
may then settle the controversy with the apostle— 
1. John, i. 8. “If we say that we have no sin, we de- 
ceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us.” Mr. F. 
is now left to his choice, either to deny the position 
which he has laid duwn, or be regarded as the most 
wretched and unprincipled enemy of God and his 
authority! 

(To BE CONTINUED.) 


CORRECTION. 


The ‘ Gosrez Anvyocate” of Sept. 23d, contains 
some excellent remarks on prayer, which we think 
refigct much credit on the writer : But we discover 


one trifling mistake, which the Editor will doubtless | this ! 


be willing to sce rectified, Speaking of that part 
of the Lord’s prayer, Matt. vi. 13. * Lead us not into 
temptation ;”—-the Editor rematks,—“ The render- 
ing of Campbell, Wakefield and others, is undoubt- 


edly more 3 — us not to Jemptation,” 
es... / 


out offering, what we consider, a very rabetegee) 
reason for so doing. - 


ot ots elbow 0 


Dr. Campbell sable the word abandon, but with- | 








of abandon ; So does ‘Thompson, and the = cea 
version, We do not recollect any-translator, except 
Mr. Kneeland and Dr. Campbell,,who ‘have render- 
ed the eriginal word abandon. ‘What Mr. K’s author- 
ity was for rendering the word abandon, we are not 
prepared to decide. By referring to the original | 
text, we find the word Biseneghes, from eis, in, into, 
and thé obsolete enegho, to bring in, to lead into.— 
So that the primary and proper signification of the 
word appears to be, ta bring mto temptation. It ap- 
pears to us that Christ here taught his disciples to 
piay the Father that he would not bring them into 
circumstances, such as would subject them to temp- 
tation above what their strength and resolution would 
enable them to bear—-And a very proper subject of 
prayer, since they were shortly to be exposed to the 
severities of a long and painful persecution. Such 
an invocation is even highly necessary at the present 
day : for the occasions of abuse and irritation are so 
numerous and trying, especially where any particu- 
lar sect has reached the highest point of popular al- 
titude, that the sincere follower of the Lamb needs 
the constant aid of divine wisdom and restraining 
grace. 
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The Atheist knows no God at, all; the supersti- 
tious none but what is monstrous and ‘terrible ; mis- 
taking for cheatful, what is most kind and beneficent ; 
for tyranical, what is truly  yemovey ; for mischiev- 
ously inclined, what is full of providential care ; for 
a being brutally savage and fierce, what is mere 
goodness itself. Shall then the atheist be accounted 
impious, and not the superstitious person more so ? 
For myself, I had rather men should say there is no 
such person as Plutarch, than that he is a man incon- 
stant, fickle, prone te anger, ready to avenge himself 
upon the slightest occasions, and full of indi n 
for mere trifles ; and “yet this is no more than the 
superstitious think of the Deity ; whom of conse- 
quence they must as well hate as fear. They wor. 
ship, indeed, and adore him ; and so do men, those 
very tyrants they would be glad of an opportunity to 
destroy. The atheist contributes, not m_ the least 
to superstition ; but superstition, having given out 
so hideous an idea of the Deity, some have been 
frightened into the utter disbelief of any such being ; 
because they think it is much better, nay, more reas- 
onable, that there should be no Deity, than one 

whom they see more reason to hate, and abominate, 
than to love, honour and reverence. Thus inconsid- 
erate men, shocked at the deformity of superstition, | 
run into the other extreme. Plutarch, 

Superstition, and most other errors and defects in 
religion, are, generally speaking, owing to want of| ~ 
cleay and right sasplchneaiaicn of God; we debase 
and bring him down to us ; we compare, and judge 
him by ourselves ; we clothe him with our infirmi- 





a 








ities, and then pro ot and fit our fancysaccord- | 


ingly. What horrid profanation and blasphemy is. 
© :| 


ee ee 


ANECDOTE. 

Two Clergymen, named Adam and Low, 
for a living which was 
could select the best text. The following Sunday, 
Mr. Low ascended the pulpit, and prefaced his ser- 
mon with“ Adam, where art thou?” This wa 


the. next Sunday, Mr. Ada ifs 


: chess for his text, “ ong am 1,” © 


ary answer was” 80 apposite, the liv 


+ 
sented to him. 7 et, 


Wakefield ier this Gi viginal word b areal -" 


o4 they have strong 


promised to the one who aged 





Comite Fg ei comet 
Weare happy siiaeiiinaiieiites our Siithaen and 
‘to the public, that Elder Samuel Hutchinson, of Buck. 
field, Me. an approved labourer inthe: ministry, 


‘whose praise has long been in the Christian and 


Freewill Baptist Churches of this State and else- 
where, has openly avowed the doetrine of impartial 
| Grace and Salvation, and. has furnished us with an 
interesting manuscript, containing the outlines of his 
trials, travels and discoveries in the profession of the 
faith which he formerly professed; to which we 
shall give pulication as soon as convenient. 
Christian sited 


THE HAPPY MOTHER. 


Methinks the prettiest touch of earthly bliss, 
Is when a mother gazes on her child, 

Her infant babe, and gives that long, sweet kiss, 
Which thrills the soul with raptures oft and wild. 


Tracing with rapid eye its little form, 
As on her lap the tiny creature smiles— 
Emblem of innocence !—to which her warm, 
Fond bosom swells in love, that fear beguiles. 


Now at arm’s length she feasts her longing gaze, 
Then quickly darts it to her pouting lip ; 
Views it still o’er, while glad she plays, 
And from its mouth seems honied joy to sip. 


O, thrilling transports ! unalloy’d delight, 
Her little world of happiness ; how fair ! 

The joyous pride which makes her sorrows light, 
And well repays her for a mother’s care. 


But hush ! young sleep row lights upon its brow, 
Her half-drawn breath may not disturb its rest ; 

With gentlest motion see it press’d—and now 
*Tis softly pillow’d on its mother’s breast. 


(CP The press of other matter, and the length of 
R. C****’s communication render its omission for 
the present number, unavoidable. 


In this = on Sunday evenin 
Pickering, Mr. Sabins, to 
Davis, both of thistown. © | 

At Olneyville, on the same 
Pickering, Mr, Joseph Sj to Mrs. 
all of this town, 

in Scituate, on Sunday 
Knight, Mr. Robert 
both of that basco 
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the late Capt. Wm. GC: Seackes, aged 14 

On the 14th inst. Mr. Joel Holbrook, “formerly 
Braintree, Serger eet repytmdt Although 
his friends are agreenble society, yet 
Boe; is at rest. 
12th inst. 
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